[ :cho the Grand Centrgl Stas
“thon, %ndﬂ“ street, New York city.
Without ferry transfer. -
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A Money’s=Wor

To show you what we do in made-to-measure
clothing we've filled one window with it. A
look at the display makes the MONEY'S-WoORTH
IDEA very plain. .

Any style, any ;:loth, any pattern—suits made to your
measure, $12.50, $15, $18, $20, $25 and higher. Trousers
4 up. And fit, style and satisfaction guaranteed.

THE WHEN

e —_

——

New and Elegant,
Down Town,
And Convenient.

Now Ready for
Occupants . . .

sees T HE +:»

CCHALFANT?”

azccoxApartment Housessarnaas

Northwest corner of Pennsylvania and Michigan streets,
has desirable rooms for rent, singly or en suite. Apply to
the Custodian, on the premises,

§¥™ No small children admitted. No cooking allowed,

Main Entrance on Michigan St.

COLT LAUREATE WON

————

Big Four

BEST LINE
.BETWEEN
INDIANAPOLIS,
CLEVELAND,
BUFFALO,
NEW YORK and
BOSTON. . .

The Knickerbocker special—Through the
m M b&k valley and dow'i‘: the

COTTON STAKES ATMEMPHIS TAKEN
BY THE PASTIME STABLE.

Comberiand Prize at Nashville, Worth
$4,000, Captured by Simon W., a Bay
Colt, Owned by Baker & Gentry.

MEMPHIS, Tenn., April 8.—Three thou-
sand people were at Montgomery Park
this afternoon to witness the opening of
the regular spring race meeting. The day
was cloudy and rather cool, but the sport
was good, and the {wenty-flve bookmakers
did a rushing business. Del Coronado, at
3 to 1, in the second race, was the only
favorite to win. The other eventas were
taken by three seécond choices and a 6-to-1
shot. The card was a good one, the chief
interest eentering In the Cotton stakes,
worth about $1.300 to the winner, which
was won by the Pastime stable's good colt
Laureate, the winner of the Arkansas
Derby. Of the six starters laureate and
Handspun were almost equal favorites,
Laureate got off well and had the race
well in hand from start to finish, winning
under a pull in fairly good tlme, consider-
ing the heaviness of the track. Handspun
was hard pressed by Maurice for the place,
winning by a head. Results:

First Race—Five-eighths of a mile. Geo,
F. Smith, 4 to 1, won; Potentate. even, sec-
ond; Sister Mary, 6 to 1, third. Time, 1:08%,

Second—Four furlongs. Del Coronado, 2
to 1, won; Cochise, 7 to 1, second; Imp. The
Do%. 30 to 1, third. Time :51.

Third—The Cotton stakes; for three-yvear-
olds; $1,000 added; six furlongs. Laureate,
119 (A. Clayton), 2 to 2, won easily by an

-
Dayton, Toledo and Detroit. , on e
Al S o open lenrth. Handspun, 117 (Knapp), R to
LEAVE INBIANAPOLIS, 5. second; Maurice, 117 (Blake), 10 to 1,
No, 35 Cincinnatl Vestibule, daily............ 540« m, | third, Time, 1:173,
No, 81 Cineinont! Fast Line, datly., .. ........ 50 8. m, Fourth—Four furlongs, I.ela Bell, 6 to 1,
No. 37 Cincinnatl, Dayton, Toledoand Detrolt won: Florrie, 4 to 1, second; Stella, 4 fip 1,

Express, dally, excopt Sunday,,...... 10:50 & m, L -
No. 38 Cinefnnati and Duyton Vestibule,daily . 4:00 p. m. th{;ﬁ?th_'r(j,'::'mﬁ:(_ Imp. Percy, 6 to 5. won:

No. 3 Claelnnacl, Dayton, Toledo and Detroit Jim Henr 5 3
. g i o v, 25 to 1, second; Rhett Goode,
Express, daily, except Sunday.........0:030 p. m. even, third., Time, 1:45%.

_ ARRIVE INDIANAPOLIS, s
N 30, 1290 n, nu: Noo 53 %15 8. v No. 30, 1:40 Virginia Jockey Club Races.
WASHINGTON, April 8.—The first of the

a.om; Koo 38, T80 pom.; No. i, 10:55 . m,
For further information call at No, 2 West Washing-
stake races to be given by the Virginia
Jockey Club was run to-day over a track

ton street, Unlon Station or No, U South Ilinols
street. -
that was a perfect sea of mud; while the

1. . BALDWIN, D. P, A.

rain was coming down in torrents, It was
the Monticeno stakes for two-year-olds,
at half a mile, $.,000 guaranteed, and was
won by Belinont's filly, Florette, by Civil
Service or Fiddlesticks, out of Flavia.

Seventeen “bookies” went on and managed
to break even with the talent. Jockey
Clerico received a telegram from Nashville
to-day asking him if he would go to that
place on the 20th Inst. to ride Simmons in
the match race against Dr. Rice, last vear's
Brooklyn handleap winner, Clerico is under
contract to ride for May and Hall and can-
not go . without their permission. If they
gl\;e it he will take the mount. Results:

First Race—Five furlongs. Pontlear, 18
to 5, won; Foundling, i0 to 1, second; Golden
Gate, 3 to 1, third. Time, 1:06%%.

. Becond—Seven furlongs. Banaownv. 7 to
6, won: Plenty, 3 to 1, second; Major Gen-
eral, 9 to 1, third. Time, 1:32. '

Third—Half mile; Monticello stakes,
Florette, 112 (Doggett), 6 to 5; won; Premler,
17 (R. lJnagett). 8 to I, second; Summer-
11111;1;\. 114 (Nancey), 13 to 5, third, Time,
wlly,

Fourth—One mile. Charade, 8 to 5,
Logan, € to 5, second;
third. Time, 1:47.

Fifth—Half mile.

The Soqllwuteﬂl Limited to St. Louis

Entering the Grand Union Ststion over the
new Merchants' bridge. Avoiding the sur-
!mun% sensations of the tunnel. Magnin-

traing daily to Chicago, Peoria, Cin-
cinnatl, Dayton, Springtield, Columbus,
Benton Harbor, 'I‘hroufh palace sleeping
CArs betwacn Imlmnai:o ia and Washington -
via Ch ke & Ohio raillway.

For full Information call at kg Four offi-
ces, No, 1 E-dlt Washington etreet, 36 Jack-
son place and ''nlon Station.

. H. M. BRONSON, A. G, P. A,

ChEDRE

CINCINNATI

— = —————— e

houimtillo, New Allginy & Clhilengy Ity Cu)

\ THE

CHICAGO

SHORT LINE

LEAVE ;ltl::'lall;lil;{.\l’l)l\:lﬂ.u
0, 30--Chijeago Lim thmsn Vest-
X 1 Cunchivs, Yurlor aud Dining l..:uu,“ o
«=-=== 1 1100 o, M.

ssvase vas 0 pom,
Night Express, Pullman
Yies aud Bleepers, llml].lﬂ'?‘ﬁo.. t‘:
A0 a.

e - .im
BRIVE AT INDIANAPULLS,
Bnlg ﬂll}r...... 3:506 p.
.

oy B6—C1
}Tm Chicagy
0. 10—Monon Accommodation, dally, ex:

sesenecsan (TS BN

P B A SR Ah ki P dps S as AN B A ¥ 11:20 . m.

Pullian Vi ! for Uhleago sianda as
;u.t‘ :31:-&9 s"l!.‘aui'ﬁu’ﬁ‘m{ u't-lumﬂ 30 p

For further Information eall at Ticket OfMoe No.
2 Went Weslilugton sireet, Unlon Htation and Mas-

sachnsetts avenue,
1.0, BALDWIN, I P. A

won;
Restraint, 20 to 1,

Applegate, 8 to 5, won:

Vice Regal, 2 to 5, second: Hermia. 11 to
S, third. Time, :51. Chugnut and Wheat-

: land also ran.

- cu Sixth—Five furlongs., Cuckoo, 15 to 1;
won: Hoey., 8 to 5, second; Leonards, 3 to

' I N 1, third, Time., 1:04%.

. kRTI The Camberiand Prize.

poBTM NsURANCE

NASHVILLE, April 8 —~The races at Cum-
Drs.Coughlin & Wilson, Dentists

beriand Park to-day were run over a track
deep in mud, and the scratches were num-

Expert Crown sl Bridge Workers, Fine Artificial

%mh. P ainless Extracting with Cocgine, Gas ot

érous, The Cumberland prize, with its $4,000
guaranteed, the richest stake of the meet-

alize] KAlr. Lalles’ entrauce tgm::a.‘l floor), Denl-
son Hotel.

WAGON WHEAT....55¢

the even money favorite, but he evidently
ACME MILLING COMPANY,

did not like the mud, Baker & Gentry's
Simon W., a bay colt by Harry O'Fallon.
A2 WEST "WASHINGTON STREET.

out of Lady Ryster, won the race with

ridiculous ease. He was the third cholee,
and after getting off well, took the lead
before the stand was reached and thereafter
was never headed, winning under a strong
pull. Buckmassie was second, five lengths
in front of Tobhin, Results:

First Race—[ive-eighthe of a mlle.
l.uke, 8 to 5, won: Katie, 8 to 1,
Red John, 4 to 1, third, Time, 1:4,

Second—Four furlon Glacler, 7 to 3,
won galloping, by five lengths: Dr. Holmes,
2 to 1, second; Helena Belle, 3 to 1, third.
Time, 514,

Uncle
gecond,;

Must Pay the Tax.

"‘l.\"(‘lxx&'{l.di\prll 8. —Jud Ot;‘rll.fl to-day
ismissed emurrers o e express,
telograph and other companies to the i Third—Seven-eighths of a mile. Jaja. 3 to
ner in which the valuations hadi been fixeq | '3 WOn: Addle Buchanan, 3 to 1. secopd;
for taxution under the recent Nichols law. ( |i:llu‘nﬂl‘l0,1 i to &, third. TII'IT!‘". 1:02%,
Tha Supreme Court had prp‘-lounl ! BUE- Fourth-—-Cumberiand pl"l!l‘. for 'h'ﬂ"“—}"‘ﬂ.;r-
tatned the Jaw. To-day's decision will pro. | 0ls: $1.000; mile and one-elghth. Simon W,

- 9 . X 117 (Martiny, 4 to 1, won, pulled up, by six
Ilhl;l‘:muulwravenue e o length¥: Buckmassie, 117 (Perkins), even,

gecand; Tobin, 1153 (Thorpe), 2 to 1, third.
High Kicker Breaks Sloth Legs.

Time, 2:00\5.
Fifth—One-half mile. Plug, 8 to 1, won;
ODUISVILLE., April 8.—-A very peculiar Nancy T.. 3 10 1,
ent ha to H. H. Kimmel, fore- -

Rags, 8 to 3, second;
- third, Time, 51,
& tobace Ty, —_—
ilt with logoz‘:iﬂ ends, and Incidents nt San Francisco.
as to who fould Kick | SAN FRANCISCO, April 8.—Chemuck, 3
3 A ey el o 1, fell In the second race and jockey

~Heeves's arm and collarbone were broken.

in

In the fourth Arctic, ridden by Felix Carr,
did ecircus tricks all over the track for a
half an hour and then won by an eye-
lash from Sweet Alice, Arctic was entered
3 hi‘!fdp‘;g?w t?"’m’.‘}‘;’ A o
at whic ya A 8 OwWner,
bought him in. Earp has a reputation as
a bad man in Arizona, and an expectant
crowd followed him about ting to see
trouble, They were disappointed.

East 8t. Louls Winners.
ST. LOUIS, April 8.—Resulis at Bast St
Louis:

First Race—Three-quarters of a mile. Po-
kino won; Lady Lister second, Poet third.
Time, 1:22.

Second—Five-eighths of a mile. Christine

. won; Herndon second, Jim Derry third.
Time, 1:08.

Third—=Thirteen-sixteenths of a mile. Lit-
tie Nell won; Queen Hess second, Frankle
D. third, Time, 1:274.

Fourth—One mile, Mirabeau won; Michel
second, St. Leo third, Time, 1:493%.

Fifth—Three-quarters of a mile. The Rook
won; Say When second, Miss Mayma third,
Time, 1:24,

Lounisville Jockey Club.

LOUISVILLE, April .—The book of pro-
grammes for the spring meeting of the new
Louisville Jockey Club were issued to-day.
The meeting begins on Dervy day, Mon-
day, May 6, and continues for fifteen days.
There will be five or more races eaca day.
Besides the ten stakes that will be run
during the meeting, there will be a six-
Lendred-dollar over-night handicap each
dar. while the purses will be $500 and $100
apiece. Over seven hundred liccses are
expected, and the meetin romises 10 be
the most successful hel re in fifteen
vears. BSecretary Price has induced all the
railroads leading into Leouisville to give a
single fare round-trip rate for the meet-
ing and several thousand visitors are ex-

ted, The Improvements at the track,

nvolving an expenditure of over 380,000,
have been completed, including a magnifi-
cent new grand stand,

ANNA ON THE STAND

MISS DICKINSON GIVES EVIDENCE
IN HER DAMAGE CASE.

She Denies Drinking to Excess, Scores
Gould and Whitelaw Reid and
Calls Dr. Hillman a Jackal.

SCRANTON, Pa., April 8.—After an inter-
val of a week the action of Anna Dickin-
son to recover damages from those who
were responsible for her incarceration in
the Danville insane asylum, in February,
18901, was resumed before Judge W. W.
Achegon, In the United States Circuit
Court here to-day. The plaintiff was called
to the witness stand to give evidence in
rebuttal. Her first statement was that
everything she sald in the letter she sent
to her brother, at Los Angeles, Cal., while
in the asylum, was absolutely true. She
denied that she had ever taken intoxicating
liguore in excess.

“Tell the jury whether therasis any truth
in the staement regarding undue excite-
ment on your part, testified to by Dr. Hill-
man,"” said ex-Judge Dailey,

“It i@ a flithy lic,"” exclaimed Miss Dick-
inson, “manufactured for the manlifest pur-
pose for which it was used in the court
room."*

Miss Dickinson then described her condi-
tion when suffering from a sick headache,
for which Dr. Bronson wag treating her.
“Hag gave me relief,” sald the witness, ris-
to her feet, *and out of the gratitude [
felt for the rellief afforded, I thanked God,
and, thinking the doctor a gentleman and a
Christian, 1 kissed his forehead as evidence
of the thankfulness I felt. In view of testi-
mony given by Dr. Johnson on the point, I
ask G7>d to forgive me for that act,” sol-
emnly concluded the witness, with a dra-
matic gesture, as she sat down.

Miss Dickinson said she not only gave
dresses to Susan B. Anthony, but Indorsed
a note for 25,000, which Mlisg Anthony de-
faulted in paying. She admitted having
sent, while in the Danville agyluin, a tele-
gram to Jay Gould asking for $1.000,000, *I
sent this telegram,” she continued, “to
Gould, who backed Whitelaw Reid in
wrecking the New York Tribune when
Horace Greely was its editor, and when
Horace Greely, a sane man, was selzed
at the Instance of both and thrown into an
asylum, where he dled two weeks aflter
his incarceration. That is why I sent the
telegram to Gould, in ecare of the ''ribune,
instead of direct to Gould himself."

As to why she refused to leave the
asvium, she said: "] refused to leave the
asylum because a jackal brought me there
and a jackal would take me away.”

Major Warren—Dr. Hillman is the jackal?

Miss Dickinson—He Is. A jackal Is a
foul beast of prey. I am usually accurate
in my definitions.

DR, BUCHANAN MUST DIE.

Preparntions Begun for the Electro-
cution of the Wife Poisoner,

SING SBING, N. Y., April .8.—Dr. Buchan-
an, the wife poisoner, has become very
nervous and depressed siace the Court of
Appeals affirmed his conviction. After this
decision was rendered Buchanan, who had
been defended by lawyer Brooks, decided
to change his counsel, and employed Wil-

linm F. Howe for the purpose of carrying

his case to the United States Court. This
was the only hope. Buchanan was some-

what surprised when he was notified re-
cently by Mr. Howe that he could not pos-
gibly present his case in the United States
Court, at Washington, before April 22, The
condemned man now realizes that there |s
little chance for hi= execution being fur-
ther postponed, Warden Sage 8 now golng
on with preparations for the execution on
Monday, April 22, He has received over
one hundred applications from medical men
and electrical experts and others who desire
to witneas the execution. The law will not
permit the warden to grant over thirty of
the applications and these invitations will
be sent out next week. Not 80 much inter-
est has been shown In a condemned mur-
derer at Sing Sing since Carlisle Harris
was executed two years ago.

\ Desperado’s Gibraltar Stormed.

LITTLE ROCK, Ark., April 8. —Desperado
William Frazier has been captured in Sugar
Loaf mountains after a fight in which two
officers, Nunellv and Jones, were fatally
wounded. Frazier wag found in a stone
fort, which proved a wveritable Gibraltar,
His wife led the posserto the place, riding
at the head of the party with a Winches-
ter strapped to her saddle. She asked her
husband to surrender and save his life and
when he refused the fight opened, she tak-
ing no part In the engagement. The oifi-
cers charged the fort, IFrazier firing as
they advanced. He was knocked down and
manacled after wounding two of the posse,

Has Great Penetration.

LEAVENWORTH, Kan.,, April 8.—~The
Krag-Jorgenson army rifle was tested pub-
lic'y a second time on the Fort Leaven-
worth rifle range to-day. The firing was at
a distance of from 1000 to 5,00 yvards. Fully
half the garrison and many people from
this city were present to witness the sgi-
bil'ties of the rifle. At 1000 yards a bullet
went through nearly thirty-six inches of
sclid oak without being misshapen in the
least, and at 2000 yvards an inch steel plate
was penetrated. At 1500 wyards a missila
passetl through a human cadaver and over
twenty-four Inches of oak.

Girl Burned to Denth.

WHEELING, W. Va., April 8.—Absalom
Courtright and wife, living near Glen Eas-
ton, left home last evening for a visit to
Cameron, Marshall county, leaving the six-
vear-gld daughter In charge of an aged
man who lived with them. On returnlni
they found their barn burned to the ground
together with its contents. The little girl
had perished in the flames. She had been

laying with some matches in the barn and
ﬁau:l set fire to the straw.

Killed His Son.

CALDWELIL, O., April 3.—John Stephens,
a f(armer residing in  Marion township,
Noble roum{; murdered his son vesterday
by striking him on the head with a club.
The son refused to give his father 82 on
demand and this led to the crime,

Storm Along the Const.

CAPE MAY, N, J, April 5.—A severe
goutheast storm prevails to-nlght along the
south Jersey coast, with driving rain and
hail, and high winds and tides on the mead-
ows. The ocean Is wild and a sharp outlook
is belng kept for wrecks,
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FLAWS IN THE LAW

—_—

DECISION OF THE SUPREME JUS-
¢ TICES IN THE INCOME-TAX CASES.

That Part of the Act Relafing to Rents
and State, Connty and City Bonds
Held to Be Unconstituntional.

OTHER FEATURES UPHELD

BLT ONLY BY A TIE VOTE OF THE
MEMBERS OF THE COURT.

Dissenting Opinions Read by the Vene-
ernble Asnovinte Justice Field and
Justices White and Harlan.

WASHINGTON, April 8—After almost a
month of deliberation the United States Su-
preme Court rendered its decision to-day in
the income tax cases, deciding by a divided
court the law to be valld, except regard-
ing the incomes derived from rents and
State, county and municipal bonds,
on which points the decision WAaSs
that the law was unconstitutional.
Chief Justice Fuller read the decision
of the court. Dissenting opinions ¥ were
read by Associate Justices Field,
White and Harian. The effect of all the
opinions is to show that the coury was
unanimous in the opinlon that the law is
unconstitutional as to municipal and State
bonds, that Chief Justise ruyller and asso-
ciate Justices Field, Gray, Brewer, Hrown
and Shiras, held it to be invalld on In-
comes derived from rents and that Justices
Harlan and White disseniea rrom this opin-
fon as to rents. It is impossible to stale
the exact division as to the validity of
the other parts of the law, further than was
disclosed by the proceedings. It appears
quite clear that Chief Justice Fuller and
Justices Harlan and White voted to sus-
tain the other parts of the law and the
best opinion obtainable is that Justice
Brown stood with them In thigs opinion,
which would Jleave Justices Field, Gray,
Brewer and Shiras as the opponents of
the law as a whole.

The opinion was general among lgwyers
and legisiators that the case would be
reached to-day and the interest which has
characterized the case from the beginning
was again made manifest by an unusual
attendance of the public in the court room.
The space is limited at best, but every
available seat lnside and outside the bar
was occupled and many were turned away
because the chamber could not accomo-
date all who applied for admission. Only
members of the bar were admitted to the
inner circle and those in attendance in-
cluded many lawyers from other cities as
well as a large representation from Wash-
ington. There were several Senators in
the list, including Hill of New York, Lodge
of Massachusetts, and Lindsay of Kentucky,
Attorney-general Olney was also present.

There was only one member of the bench
absent—Justica Jackson, who has not been
able to attend upon the court since last
fall, and who has not participated in the
congideration of the case in any way. It is
to his absence thei the even division of the
court on the majority of the propositions
involved in the case is due. If he had been
present such a result would have been im-
possible, and the opinion would have in-
cluded a decision of all the points involved,
instead of only the two In regard to in-
cemes derived from rents and municipal
and State bonds.

The spectators had not long to walt for
the beginning of the delivery of the main
opinion after the court convened. The jus-
tices flled promptly in, at high noon, and
there was very little preliminary work be-
fore the Chief Justice began the delivery
of an opinion, which is regarded by many
as the most Important and far-reaching in
its effects that has been rendered in this
eourt since the days of the rebellion. There
were only two minor decisions rendered by
other members of the bench, when Chief
Justice Fuller, after making a few routine
announcements, began, at 12:05, to read the
court’s decree in the case of Charles Pol-
lock versus the Farmers' Loan and Trust
Combany and others. This was the flrst in
order of the cases against the trust com-
panies, and the conclusion reached “in it
applies aiso to the case of Hyde versus the
Continental Trust Company, as the ques-
tions at Issue are the same In both cases,
The Chief Justice read with considerable
rapidity. but his volce was at all times
clear and distinct, and the lawyers present
who had familiarized themselves with the
case had little or no difficulty in following
him. The delivery of the opinion occupied
an hour's time, and all present gave the
closest attention.

THE COURT'S DECISION,

Chief Justice Fuller on the Knocked-
Out Provislons of the Law.

Mr. Fuller began with a brief reference
to the question of jurisdiction in the case.
This point had, he said, been frequently
referred to, but he dismissed it by sayving
that as the guestion had not been raised
in the court below and had been walived
in the argument of the case In the Supreme
Court, there appearéd no objection to con-
gidering the case purely on fts merite
Proceeding to this end, he gave his at-
tentlon to the objections to the law, as
made by the appellant, quoting the prin-
cipal ones as follows:

First—That the act imposes a direct tax

in respect of the real estate, rents, issues
and profits as well as of the income and
profit of personal property and not being
apportioned is in violation of Section 2
of Article 1 of the Constitution.
. “"Spcond—That the law, if not imposing
a direct tax. is nevertheless unconstitution-
al in that its provisions are not uniform
throughout the United Faudtes and do not
operate with the same force and effect upon
the subject of the tax wherever found, and
in that it provides exemptions in
favor of Individuals and copartner-
ships, while denying all exemp-
tions to corporations having similar income
derived from like propery . and values and
provides for other exemptions and inequali-
ties in violation of Section 8§ of Article 1
of the Constitution.

*Third—That the act provides no exemp-
tion of the tax upon incomes derived from
the stocks and bonds of States of the
T'nited States and countries and municipal-
jties therein, which stocks and bonds are
not proper subjects for the taxing power
of Congress. 1@ income from these se-
curities Im &103 United States amgunts to
aver 365,000, per annum, on which the
tula.l income tax would be $1,300,000,"

The body of the court's opinion was de-
voted to the consideration of the question
from a constitutional point of view, and
involved a very elaborate definition of the
meaning of the phrase ‘“direct taxes”
and also a' construction of the constitu-
tional requirement as to apportionment.
This made necessary a review of many
former opinions of the court, 3 number of
which, including the Hylton and Springer
cases, were guoted from at length, and
commented upon. The Chief Justice said
that under the Constitution federal taxes
were divided into alirect taxes and duties,
imposts and exclses, and laid down the
rule that direct taxes should under that in-
strument be governed by the rule of ap-

portionment among the several States ac-
cording to t to the
question of

it was not to be presumed that the fram-
ers of the Constitution were not men capa-
ble of appreciating what they were doing
when they provided for the differentlation
of Imposts, excises and dutles from other
forms of taxation. The framers of the
fundamental law had “before them more
prominently than any other thought the
fdea that taxation and representation
should go hand in hand. The Constitution
was the resuit of a compromise between
the States and the federal government
whereby the Iiztes surrendered the right
of levying imposts, dutlies and excises, but
it was evident they did not mean to trans-
fer to the general government the right
to levy direct taxes in cases of :{l‘tﬂat
emergencies, This compaci, the Chief
Justice said, had been observed up to the
;ég;e of the passage of the act of August,

VIRTUALLY A DIRECT TAX.

The Chief Justice held that in taxing the
income derived from land it virtually, and
to all intents and purposes, taxed the land
itself, for, he asked, what was the land to
any one but for the profit derived from it?
The name of the tax was unimportant, but
the effect was of vast consequence, and as
there could be neither distinction nor ma-
terial difference between taxing the land

and the profit derived from it, the court
had reached the opinton that this portion
of the law was invalld and could not be
sustained,

The same conclusion was reached in re-
gard to the provision for taxing State,
county and municipal bonds. He sald, in
effect, that it was clearly never intended
by the States fo delegate authority to the
national Congress to weaken their credit
by providing a tax npon their instrumen-
talities and revenue agencles. Such an ex-
ercise of power was repugnant to the Con-
stitution, and, therefore, the portion of the
law putting it into é€xecution must also
be declared invalid.

On the other points involved the opinion
did not venture because of the even di-
vision of the court. The Chiel Justice was
not prepared to give out the full text of
the decision, but furnished the following
summary of the copcluding portion of It
1o the 'pPFess: »

“First—That by the Constitution federal
faxation Is divided Into two great classes:
g:;:c;ct taxes and duties, imposts and ex-

“SBecond—The imposition of direct taxes
is governed by the rule of apportionment
among the several States, according to
numbers and the imposition of duties, im-
posts and excises by the rule of uniformity
th.roughout the ['nited States.

“Third—That the principle that taxation
and representation go together was intend-
ed to he and was gres»rvod in the Constitu-
tion bi,' the establishment of the rule of
apportionment among the several States,
80 that such apportionment should be ac-
cc:n:dlng to numbers in each State,

Fourth—That the States surrender their
power to levy imposts and to regulate com-
merce to the general government and gave
it the concurrent power to levy direct taxes
in reliance on the protection afforded by
the rules prescribed, and that the promises
of the Constitution cannot be disturbed by
legislative action.

“Fifth—That these conclusions result
from the text of the Constitution, and are
supported by the historical evidence fur-
nished by the circumstances surrounding
the framing and adoption of that instru-
ment, and the views of those who framed
and adopted it.

“Sixth—That the underalamllnﬁi anl ex-
pectation at the time of the adoption of
the Constitution was that direct taxes
would not be levied upon the general gov-
ernment except under the pressure of ex-
traordinary exigency, and such has been
the practice down to Aug. 15, 1894, If the
power to do so is to be exercised as an
ordinary and usual means of supply, that
fact furnishes an additional reason for cip-
cumspection in disposing of the present
CABe,

“Beventh—That taxes on real estate be-
long to the class of direct taxes, and that
the taxes on the rent or income of real es-
tate, which is the incident of its ownership,
belong to the same class.

“Eighth—That by no previous decision of
this court has this guestion been adjudi-
cated to the contrary of the conclusions
now announced.

“Ninth—That so much of the act of Aug.
15, 1894, as attempts to Impose a tax on the
rent or income of real estate without ap-
portionment is invalid.

MUNICIPAL BONDPS NCT TAXABLE.

“The court i= further of opinion that the
act of Aug. 15, 1884, is invalid so far as it
attempts to levy a tax upon the income
derived from municipal bonds. As a mu-
nicipal corporation is the reprassi‘ative of
the State and one of the instrumentalities
of the State government, the property and
revenues of municipal corporations are not
the subject of federal taxation, nor is the
income derived from State, county and

municipal securities, since taxation on the
‘nterest therefrom operates on the power
to borrow before it is exercised, and has a
sensible Influence on the contract, and,
therefore, such a tax is a tax on the power
of the States and their instrumentalities to
horrow money, and consequently repugnant
to the Constitution.

“U'pon each of the other petitions argued
at the bar, to-wit: (1.) Whether the wvold
provisions as to the renis and incomes from
real estate Invalldates the whole act? (2),
whether as to the dncome from personal
property as such the act is unconstitu-
tional as laying direct taxes? (3)., whether
any part of the tax, if not considered as a
direct tax, Is invalld for want of uniform-
ity on either of the grounds suggested?
the fus:iccs who heard the arguments are
equally divided and, therefore, no opinion
is expressed.

“The result i3 that the decree of the
Cireult Court is reversed and the case re-
manded with directions to enter a decree
in favor of complainant in respect only of
the voluntary payment of the tax on the
rents and Income of its real estate, and
that which it holds ™ trust and on the in-
come from the municipal bonds owned or
g0 held by it.” .

In conclusion, the Chief Justice stated
that this opinion upon the Pollock cage
covered the two other cases. The delivery
of the opinion consumed just one hour.
Chief Justice Fuller began at 12:05 and con-
cluded at 1:06. He was followed hy Justice
Fleld, who read the first dissenting opinion,
speaking in a low fone thal contrasted
noticeably with the loud delivery of Lthe
Chier Justice.

JUSTICE FIELD DISSENTS.

He Plcks Many Flaws in the Law and
Says It Diseriminates.

The dizsenting opinion delivered by Jus-
tice Field, the oldest member of the court,
was an exhaustive review of the case and
the principles invelved in it. Some deci-
sions of the court, he =aid, had thrown
doubt upon the meaning of “direct taxes,™
but in the discussions of the Britigh
Parliament the income tax had always been
considered an indirect tax, while the tax
upon real property, its rents and income,
had, by unlversal consent, been recognized
to be a direct tax. In this connection he
said:

“One may have the reporis of the Pﬁmllsh
courts examined for several centuries with-
out finding a single decision, or even a
dietum of their judges in conflict with them.
An incident which occurred in this court,
and room, twenty years ago, may have
become & precedent. To a powerful argu-
ment then being made by a distinguished
counsel, on a public question, one of the
judges explained that there was a con-
clusive answer to his position, and that
wage that the court was of a different
oplnion. Those who decline to recognize
the adjudications cited may likewise con-
sider that they have a conclusive answer
to them in the fact that they also are of a
different opinion. I do not think go0. The
law, as expounded for centuries, cannot be
set aside or disregurded because some of
the judges are now of a different opinifon
from those who, & century ago, followed
it in framing our Constitution.”

Justice Fiekl sald further: “Exemptions
from the operation of a tax always create
inequalities, Those not exempted must, n
the end, bear an additional burden, or pay
more than their share., A Jaw containing
arbltrary exemptions can in no just sense
be termed uniform. We do not think that
Congress has rightfully the power, at the
expense of others owning properiy of the
like character, to sustain private trading
corporations, such as bullding and loan
associations, savings banks and mutual life,
fire, marine and accident insurance com-
panies, formed under the laws of the va-
rious States, which advence no nawonal

urpose or public Interest, and exist solely
or the pecuniary profit of thelr members
Where property Is exempt from taxation
the exemption, as has bzen justly stated,
must be supported by some consideration
that the publle and not private interests
will be advanced by it rivate corpora-
tions and private enterprizes cannot be
aided under the pretense that it is the ex-
ercige of the discretion of the legislature to
exempt them.

DISCRIMINATING FEATURES.

“The income tax law under consideration
i marked by discriminating feataures, which
affect the whole law., It disoriminates be-
tween those who receive an income of

#1000 and those who do not. It {hus vitiates,

" - . . : - e =

indirection that

in my judgement, by this arbitrary dis-
erimination, the whole Ilegizlation. The
legislation, in the discrimination it makes,
is class legislation Whenever a distinction
is made in the burdens a law Imposes, or
in the benefits it confers on any citizens
by reason of their birth, wealth. or re-
ligion, it is class legislation, and leads
inevitably to oppression and abuses, and
to general unrest and disturbance in so-
clety. It was hoped and believed that the

at amendments to the Constitution which
ollowed the, late civil war had rendered
such I%g!nlation impossible for all future
time. ut the objectionable legisiation re-
appeara in the act under consideration.
It is the same In essential chAracter as
that of tha English income stafute of )5?1.
which taxed Protestants at a certain rate,
Catholics as a class, at double the rate
of Protestants, and Jews at another
separate rate,

“I'nder wise and constitutional legislation
every citizen should contribute his pro-
portion, however small the sum, 1o the
suppert of the governmeént and it Is po
kindhess to urge any of our citizens 1o
escape from that obligation. If he con-
tributes the smallest mite of his earnings
to that purpose he will have a greater
regard for the government and more self-
respect for himself, feeling that though
he is poor in fact, he is not a paupér of
his government. And it is to be hoped
that, whatever woes and embarrassments
may betide our people, they may never
loge their manliness and self-respect. These
qualities preserved they will ultimately tri-
umph over all reverses of fortune.

“As to mutual savings banks—linder in-
come tax laws prior to 1870 these institu-
tlons were specifically taxed. Under the
new law certain institutions of this class
are exempt, provided the shareholders do
not participate in the proflits, and Interest,
and dividends are only pald to the de-
positors. No llmit is fixed to the property
and incgme thus exempted—Iit may be
$100,000 or $M0,000,000, -

““As to mutual insurance corporations—
These companies were taxed under previous
income tax laws. They do business some-
what differently from other companies, but
they conduct a strictly private business, In
which the public has no interest, and have
been often held not to be be-
nevolent or charitable organiza-
tions. The sole condition for exX~-
empting them under the present law is de-
clared to be that they make loans to or
divide their profits among their members,
or depositors, or policy holders, Every
corporation is carried on, however, for the
benefit of its membes, whether stockhold-
ers, or depositors or policy holders. If it is
carried on for the benefit of its sharehold-
erd, every dollar of income is taxed; if it
is carried on for the benefit of itz policy
holders or depositors, who are but another
class of shareholders, it is wholly ex-

empted.
BUILDING ASSOCIATIONE.

“As to building and loan assoclations—
The property of these institutions |s ex-
empted from taxation to the extent of mil-
lions. They are In no sense bf;-lu,"\-l:rlwltz or
charitable institutiong and are conducted
solely for the pecuniary profit of thelr

members, Their assets exceed the capital
stock of the national banks of the coun-
try. The aggregate amount of the saving
to these assoclations, by reason of their
exemption, is over 3600, a vear.

“This inherent limitation upon the taxing
power forbids the imposition of taxes which
are unequal in their operation upon similar
kinds of property and necese~ v strikes
down the gross and abitrary *inctions
in the income law, as passed Ingess,
The Iar—. as we have seen, dist shes in
the takation between corporati, by ex-
empting the property of some of them from
taxation and levving the tax on the prop-
erty of others, when the corporations do
not materially differ from one anoither in
the character of thelr business or in the

rotectlon required by the government.
I1)'rmln differences in their modes of busi-
ness, but not in their results, are mace
the ound and occasion of the greatest
Posslﬂe differencea in the amount of taxes
evied upon them, showing that the action
of the legisiative power upon them has been
arbitrary and capriclous and sometimes
merely fanciful,

“There was another pogition taken on the
argument In this case, which is not the
least surprising to me of the many ad-
vanced by the upholders of the law, and
that Is, that if this court should declare
that the exemptione and exceptions from
taxation, extended to the various corpora-
tions mentioned, fire, life and marine insur-
ance companies, and to mutyal savings
banks, building and loan associations, vio-
late the requirement of uniformity, and are,
therefare, vold, the tax ag to such corpora-
tions can be enforced,.an@® that the law will
stand as though the exemptions had never
been inserted. The abrogation or repeal of
an unconstitutional or illegal provision does
not operate to create and give force to an
enactment or part of an enactment whic
Congress has not sanctioned and promul-
gated. The law of 1884 says there shall be
assessed, levied and collected, ‘except as
herein otherwise provided,” 2 per centum
of the amount, etc. If the exceptions are
stricken out, there is nothing to be assessed
and collected except what Congress has
otherwise affirmatively ordered. Nothing
less can have the force of law. This court
is impotent to pass any law upon the sub-
ject. 1t has no legisiative power,

“The law of Congress ig also invalid, in
that It authorizes a tax on the salaries of
the judges of the courts of the TUnited
States, against the declaration of the Con-
stitution that thelr compensation shall not
be diminished during their continuance in
office.”

In conclusion, Justice Field =aid: “Here I
close my opinion. 1 could not say less in
view of questions of such gravity that go
down to the very foundation of the govern-
ment. If the provisions of the Constitution
can be set aside by an act of Congress,
where is the course of usurpation to end?
The present assault upon capital is but the
beginning. It will be the stepping stone to
others, larger and more sweeping, till our
political contesta will become a war of the
poor against the rich: a war constantly
growing in intensity and bitterness. If the
court sanctions the wer of discriminating
taxation and nullifieg the uniformity, ‘a
mandate of the Constitution,’” as said by
one who had been all his life a student of
our Iinstitutions, it will mark the hour
when the sure decadence of our govern-
ment will commence, If the purely arbj-
trary limitation of $4.000 in the present law
can be s=ustained, none having less than
that amount of property belng assessed or
taxed for the support of the government,
the limitation of future Congresses may be
fixed at a much larger sum-—at $5,000, $10,-
000 or 3$20,000—parties possessing that sum
alone being bound to bear the burdens of
government: ar the Hmitation may be desig-
nated at such an amount as a board of
walking delegates may deem necessary,
There is no safety in allowing the limita-
tion to be adjusted except in strict compli-
ance with the mandates of the Constitution,
which require its taxation to be uniform in
operation and, so far as practicable, in pro-
portion to their Ero;mrty. equal upon all
citizens., TUnless the rule of the (onstitu-
tion governs, a majority may fix the limi-
tation at such rate as will not Include any
of thelr own number.

“] am of opinion that the whole law of
1804 should be dJdeclared wvoild and without
any binding force—that part which relates
to the tax on rents, profits, or income from
real estate, that lg, so much as constitutes
the direct tax because not imposed by the
rule of apnortionment according to the
representation of the States, as prescribed
by the Constitution—and that part which
imposes a tax upon the bonds and seouri-
ties of the several States, or upon the bonds
and securities of thelr municipal bodies as
being beyond the power of Congress to im-
pose, and the law so far as it imposes du-
ties, imposts and excises as vald In not pro-
viding ﬁﬁ» the uniformity required by the
Constitution in such cases.™

and

JUSTICE WHITE'S OPINION,

He Thinks the Court Hax Erred—Hin
View of Direci Tnxes.

Justice White's dissent probably reflects,
in a considerable measure, the views which
would have been promulgated had the court
sustained the law substantially as a whole.
Concerning the form in which the cases
came before the court he said:

“iret—The suit cannot be maintained,
because its real object is to enjoin the col-
lection of a tax,

“fecond—Ry the text of the statute of
the U'nited States the right to enjoin the
pavment of a United States iax is denied.

“Third—By adjudications of this eourt,
from the foundation of the government to
the present timea it has been held that a
United States Court will not =njoin the
payment of a tax due the Tpited Biates,
and that the proper proceeding for a per-
son on whom such a tax is levied, and who
would assert his constitutional Immunity
from its exactions, is to pay the tax under
yrotest and sue for its recovery,

s“Fourth and Fifth—The claim here is
that the relief sought Is not an injunction
against the collection of the tax, but an In-
junctlon agalnst its paymenit by the cor-
poration. he theory upon which this con-
tention rests is that as the corporation s
a trusiee for the stockholder, the stock-
holder I8 enitled to have it enjoined from
making thi= payment. This contention is,
in my judgment, absolutely unsound, since
its premise is that the stockholder, by pro-
cnr?lng against the corporation, can do by
which he cannot do di-

rectly.
"ﬂlb;lh-—'ﬂn contention that because the
it L. e . e—
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A L0SS OF $15,000,000

EFFBCT OF THE INCOME-TAX LAW
DECISION ON THE TREASURY.

Will Cunt Down the Prospeciive Res
celpis at Least 50 Per Cent.
and Possibly More.

NEW BLANKS TO BE SENT OUT

AND REFUND MADE 70 PEOPLE WHO
PAID THE ILLEGAL TAX.

Views of Attorney-General Olney and
Others on the Decislon—Percent-
ages of Rented Homen pand Farms.

WASHINGTON, April §.—Treasury offi~
cials are greatly dispirited over the Su-
preme Court's decision in the Income tax
cases, and while admitting that they have
no reliable data on which to form an esti-
rate estimate, they express the belief that
the net result of the decision will be a loss
of at least 50 per cent. In their receipts
from incomes. Iln some cities the loss will
be far greater than this, notably in the
city of Washington, where the loss is ex-
pected to reach 7 per cent. Washington,
however, is exceptionally a renting oity.
The proportion of rented houses In other
¢ities of the country also is very large. In
1890 the rented homes In New York city was
nearly ™ per cent., of the whole, In Boston
it was 81 per cent,; in Brooklyn, 81; In Cin-
clnnatl, 80, and in Jersey City 8. Inh ths
other large clties the percentages range
down to 36 at Rochester. In New York clty
there were 202,956 rented houses; in Philadel-
phia, 157,808; in Chicago, 1566,685; In Brook-
lvn, 130,040. The total number of rented
houses in ‘the United Staets in 180 wus
1,120,487, which, during the last five years,
has undoubtedly increased very materially.
Dwellings, however, represent only a small
part of the capital invested in bulldings of
every character which produce enormous
rentals.

Comparatively little was expected from
interest on State, county and munlcipal
bonds, but the total loss, It is thought, will
not fu.. short of $15,000,000 or $20,000,000 for
tha first vear, anfl this loss is expected (o
increase rather than diminish in succeed-
ing years should the law remain unrepealed.
The loss of this revenue, however, Is not
the ounly cause of regret among the offi-
clals, The fact that the coyrt was evenly
divided on the main constitutional ques<
ticng, it 18 expected, will result in almosi
endless litigation, thus very materially add-
ing to the expense of collecting the tax.

Nevertheless, the interngl revehue officiald’

will proceed at once o prepare supple-
mental regulations to conform to to-day's
declsion, and from now on until next Mon~
day. when the time expires in which re-
turns may be made, any returns in which
{ncomes from rents and bonds are deducted
will be regarded as full compliance with
the law. Persons who ha/¢ alerady made
the law. Persons who have already made
their returns and paid the tax will be ad-
vised of the change In the rvegulations, and
as soon as possible the proportionate
amoiinte of tax pald by eu;h on rents and
bonds will be refunded to 1hen:l u:dor?ntli;.
w, which authorizes the “om -
gi'ghee?lo;.mternnleglevenue to refund taxes
fully collected. y B
"f'.'l%meif- eneral Olney was much s;:rh
prised at that part of the decision whx
exempts rents under the income lax. dl
to the section of the act relating to bonds
the Attorney-general rather expected ln::
adverse declsion, bgﬁeh:e :*‘-e‘g-n;:'i: mt:l'l;:u;.;t 23
1
ﬁfwf:: bce(:-l;:nm?ten on technicalities, which,
he believes, will not stand the test of til'm-E
and cannot remain the permanens law .)3-
the land. On &l other points the g Ly
ernment, he belleves, has no serious t'al.[l'd
for complaint. It is universally regret
that thers was Dhot & full bench to h?nr
the case and shm;!rn‘:l .lust‘l:;:;f .::cl:’:?lr;vl;ﬂlﬂt:
rery  go reas
}igf'[-gn;;r ‘:o{lld‘ almost certainly be favors
able to the law, in which event another
test case would very soon be brought to

etermination.
m'}"r';: rg::e?;idmn. on being asked this g.fltr-
view of the decision of the Suprems (.Tinrtl.
extra session of Congress would be calle

ther he nor the Secretary ©
::gl 'llrt'l:ntsdlrg" saw any necessity for such
action and that unless here was nnﬂ ul:!;
expected change in con tions he ha .
idea that Congress would meet again be=
fore the time appointed for its regular sese

slon.
" Owned and Rented Farms, |
- = =L t o
WARHINGTON, April 8.—The compila

of tarms, nomes ana MOTIEAZSS SIALNLICS
made by the last census is interesting In
view of the declion of the Supreme Courts
Thee statistics do not, however, give de=
tails concerning rents pald. A sumMmAary of
the statistics shows: There Aare 12,600,153
famille in the United States and of these
families 62 per cent. hire thelr farme or
homes and 48 per cent, own them, whiles
orit. of the owning famliles own
i?;b?;ft (ton incumbirance, and 72 per cent.
own free of incumbrance. On the owned
farms and homes there are l!el}-
amounting to 2,132 M0,063, whfeP lh'
37 per cent. of the value o r?
uncumbered  farms and houjeu, and
this debt bearz interest at the average rata
of 6.65 per cent, Ench owned and neum-
bered farm or home on the average is worth
$3.352° and 18 subject to & debt of $1,257. Im
re’sard to the famlilies cccupying !urmnrlh.
conclusion 18 that 24 per cent. of lhor am=
illes hire and 6 per cent, own the arm
cultivated by them; that 28 per tem: t
the owning families own subject to incum
brance, and 72 per cent. own free of Incumb=
rance. Among one hundred farm families
on the average, 34 per cent, hire the farms-{
19 per cent, own with fncumbranee  an
47 per cent, without incumbrance. On the
owned fams there are liens amounting to
$1,085,996,960, which is & per cent of tha
\-dlua of the incumbered farms, and -this
debt bearg interest at the average rales o
7.07 per cent., Each owned and incumbered
farm. on the average, & worth 8,44, and

biect to a debt of $1.220
:’;r:?llgs in the United States and of these

The “Thunderer's Views.

LONDON, April 8.~Ccmmenting editori=
ally on the decigion on the income tax the
Times says: “The Supreme Court has oncve
morve, In a striking way, reminded the citi=
»ons of the United States that Congress is

t Competent. Probably doubly Invidious
:2 thl.: p‘:’:?ua-l tax would now become, the
government, in their extremity, will pro-
ceed to collect it. It remains to he seen
whether the, government will be able to
compel forelgners or nonresidents in Amep-
ica to pay. With Congcess not sitting, It is
not easy to see how the defciency ar!sl:s
from the court's decision will be provid
for."”

Views of New Yorkers,

NEW YOREK., April f.—Joseph H. Choate
sald townight that those parts already
passed upon—the lax on rents, and om
State. county and munlicipal bonds—were, off
course, inoperative, but, encouraged by thig
decision, exceptions would probably be
lodged against other parts.

f the Wormser brothers spoke for
bo(:ﬂe b ppose =& lower court decldes
against {ncome tax,” sald Mr. Wormaer,
“and the case s carried up, If the Su-
preme Court Justices stand four to four on
the question, their decision will be against
the tax, an opposite result from this de-
4 o Pl
e auncey M. Depew said: *1 think the
decislon, so far as it applies to real estate,
ja a fine law, sound law, excellent law
Under It the capltalist who derives nli
his incomes from rents of tenemett houskes,
hotels, flar houses, factori and so on,
is not oblig~l to pay a dollar of taxes;
the imfortuiate man, however. who rents
houses from bim is heavily laxed. That

is nice law. )
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